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Such implements must have been, M they now are, almost indispensable to a race like the Bushmen, who depend to a considerable extent for their sustenance on the roots gathered in the field.
That these perforated stones were made by the Bushmen or rather women, there is every reason for believing, for in the Stormberg, where considerable mounds of ddbris are found in front of rock shelters they inhabited, these stones are found occurring with the implements used in their manufacture ; the implements are frequently broken, implying that the work of perforating the stones was carried on where the pieces are found.
An opinion is held by some that the Bushmen utilize these diggin -stones but are not the makers; there appears no good groundgfor this view, which hns probably originated in the fact that they are not manufactured now; but the Bushmen are so reduced in numbers, and such stones are so abundant, that there exists no necessity for making fresh ones. The knowledge of the manner in which they are made, however, remains; for the same old Bushwoman that shewed me the manner of affixing stone flakes to arrow-shafts, described the method and particularly mentioned the long pointed stones of hard material, which she said were obtained from the Kiljan Veldt. Stones suitable for the purpose do occur there, and since then I have found in the Stormberg numbers of rimers answering her description. Besides, there is no evidence that any other race preceded Bushmen in South Africa.
It is evident from their size, that all perforated stones were not used as make-weights for digging-sticks. Some of the small ones are smoothly ground and may have been used as ornaments or as toys. I have met with small polished stone hatchets in Australia that in form and material were the counterpart of the larger ordinary weapons, but too minute to be of any practical use for chopping.
The Hottentots no doubt also used these perforated stones. It is very seldom that we can so distinctly lay down languages which are really related, but widely distributed. There is therefore no mistake that the language of the Melbourne tribes is of common origin with those of Mozambique.
On the Languages of the Mozambique and of the South of

Africa i n theiv relation to the Languages
A curious circumstance will 'be noticed, that though the words may differ internally they commonly begin with the same consonants in both continents. This serves to mark them, for in the class of languages to which they belong, the Bantu or Kaffre, the initial syllable is of great import.
This brings us direct to papers of the great authority on the The latter was near seizing the whole truth as to the Australian languages, but missed, first from devotion to a theory he had laid down of sex-denoting languages, a5 a type for classification. Next he failed from the besetting mania of philolo$lsts of regarding chief3 grammatical forms, and disregarding wor s. d e r e it not for these circumstances Dr Bleek with his intimate knowledge of the Bantu family must have identified the facts here given. Strangely enough, in the same volume of the Anthropological Journal is a paper and comparative table of Australian Languages by the Rev. Geo. Taplin, which contain the words.
Dr Bleek recognized the connexion of mythology with language, and the fact that the mythology of Australia is related to that of other regions.
The practices and culture of Australia are well enough known to present many features in common with those of the rest of the world, and the relation of an Australian mummy was only a few weeks ago illustrated by Professor W. H. Flower at the Anthropological Institute.
I n order to explain the ground on which the observations of Dr Caldwell and Dr Bleek rest, it may be useful to refer to those which were made by me on the 22 Nov. 1870 (Journal, p. ~xxxrx.).
It results from the course of inquiry then instituted by me that the Australian belong to a group of languages (and in this term I conform with Dr Bleek) to which also belong the Bantu and the Dravidian.
These languages, although developed in common and from the same sources, constitute a group.' Thus the result is that roots may be differently selected in Australian, Bantu and Dravidian, and will not fit in together in each case, notwithstanding their common origin. The resemblaqce between the Yarra languages and the Mozambique languages is, as already stated, much closer than is commonly found.
It has been the opinion of some distinguished anthropologists that Australia is a centre of the human race, from which India and Africa were peopled. However this may be, the facts now brought forward are, so far as language is concerned, in proof of the direct contrary. Africa, so far as this evidence is concerned, is the great centre of languages: of mythology, and of civilization.
As in another paper contributed by me, High Africa has been treated on as a centre of culture, it is not necessary to go into the whole subject here.
